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1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 
(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the 
date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-7, 10, 22-28 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(b) as being anticipated by Jones et al [U. S. Pat. No. 
4,114,804] cited by Applicant. 

As to claims 1 and 22 : 

Jones et al discloses a method and apparatus for 
authenticating documents, comprising: 

- an ultraviolet light source for illuminating a 
document to be tested (Fig. lc, it. 71; col. 5, lines 18-33); 

- means for detecting light reflected by said document 
and generating an output signal responsive to the reflected light 
(Fig. lc, it. 73; col. 5, lines 34-42 and col. 6, lines 38-48) ; 
and 

- means for determining the authenticity of said 
document based on the output signal (Fig. 3b; col. 6, line 38 - 
col. 8, line 35). 

As to claims 2-5 and 23-26: 

The presence or absence of the reflected light is detected 
at column 6, lines 38-48. 
As to claims 6 and 27: 
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Jones et al teaches at column 6, lines 15-25 that the 
document is United States currency. 
As to claims 7 and 28: 

Jones et al teaches filter 74 for filtering the reflected 
light (see column 5, lines 34-42) . 
As to claim 10 and 32: 

Jones et al teaches at column 5, lines 34-42 that the pass 
band of the filter is quite narrow, thus the filter is not 
sensitive to light having wavelength much longer than 450 nm 
which meets the claim limitation. 

As to claim 50: 

Jones et al further teaches means for selectively activating 
the device (col. 5, lines 3-17). 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title,- if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
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Art Unit: 2 606 

person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 



4. Claims 8-9 and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as 
being unpatentable over Jones et al [U. S. Pat. No. 4,114,804] 
cited by Applicant and Cooper et al [U. S. Pat No. 3,618,765]. 

Jones et al discloses the, claimed invention except for the 
filter which filters out light having wavelength longer than 400 
nm. Cooper et al teaches that it is known to provide a filter 
for filtering out light having wavelength longer than 400 nm to a 
counterfeit currency detector as set forth at column 2, lines 4- 
9. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to use the filter as 
taught by Cooper et al in order to provide an ultraviolet light 
to the counterfeit currency detector as suggested by Cooper et 
al. 

5. Claims 11-21, 33-49 and 51 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Gotaas discloses a device for checking genuineness of paper 
money utilizing a plurality of narrow wavelength bands. 



person. 



t 
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Hara et al discloses a bill discriminating apparatus which 
uses two color detectors for selectively and photoelectrically 
detecting light components reflected from a bill. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Phuoc Tran 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-4861. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-8576. 
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